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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

1. The rejections of Claims 4, 12 and 19 under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as 
failing to comply with the enablement requirement are withdrawn based upon 
applicant's arguments dated April 13, 2007 that indicate that the individual weights of 
1 .0 or 0.5 assigned to diagnoses are determined in the mind of a person and not the 
claimed system. Examiner agrees that if a person assigns a weight of 1 .0 or 0.5 to a 
doctor and then enters this value into the claimed system to compute the weight to be 
given each diagnosis by that doctor, then the claims are enabled. 

2. The rejections of Claims 2, 3, and 1 1 under 35 U.S.C. 1 12 were withdrawn in the 
last office action. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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3. Claims 1-12, 17-19, 33, 53, 54 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Wong et al., (U.S. 6,260,021), in view of Marchosky, (U.S. 
2002/0029157). 

4. As per claim 1 , Wong discloses a medical image reading system comprising: 
a plurality of diagnostic clients provided with an image output means which 

outputs image data to be examined as a visible image, and a diagnosis input means for 
inputting individual diagnoses obtained on the basis of visible images, (Wong, Abstract, 
col. 3, lines 30-60; col. 11, lines 29-48) (disclosing processing of various diagnostic 
images for the purpose of diagnosis by a client/user, such as X-ray, MRI, ultrasound, 
etc.), 

at least one management client provided with a result output means for 
outputting result of examination obtained on the basis of the individual diagnoses, 
(Wong, Abstract; Fig. 2; col. 9, line 34-63; col. 11, lines 29-48; col. 13, lines 26-62) 
(disclosing well-known client/server architecture and object-oriented formats that would 
send information including the number of diagnostic images and associated results to 
be transmitted to a management client in the form of an Object Request Broker), and 

a server provided with an image storage means and a result storage means 
which are connected to the diagnostic clients and the management client by way of a 
network, the image storage means storing image data to be examined and the result 
storage means storing results of examination obtained on the basis of the individual 
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diagnoses with the results of examination related to the image data, (Wong, Abstract; 
col. 3, line 60 - col. 4, line 15), 

the server causes the result storage means to store results of examination 
obtained on the basis of the individual diagnoses sent from the respective diagnostic 
clients, (Wong, Abstract; col. 11, lines 29-48; col. 12, lines 65 - col. 13, line 62), and 

the management client receives the result of examination from the server by way 
of the network and causes the result output means to output the same, (Wong, Abstract; 
Fig. 2; col. 9, line 34-63; col. 11, lines 29-48; col. 13, lines 26-62) (disclosing well-known 
client/server architecture and object-oriented formats that would send information 
including the number of diagnostic images and associated results to be transmitted to a 
management client in the form of an Object Request Broker). 

Wong fails to disclose a system wherein each of the diagnostic clients receives a 
same image data to be examined from the server by way of a network, outputs the 
same image data to be examined through the image output means and sends individual 
diagnoses input through the diagnosis input means for the respective images 
represented by the same image data to be examined to the server by way of the 
network. However, such a system component allowing multiple doctors receive the 
same medical image and then transmit their diagnosis is well known in the art as 
evidenced by Marchosky, (Marchosky, figs. 4A-E, 10, 1 1, 91). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to combine Wong and Marchosky in the claimed manner. The motivation 
would have been to allow health care professionals from different health care providers 
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to easily review the same record and confer with each other as to diagnosis and 
treatment, (Marchosky, H 1 1). 

5. As per claim 2, Wong discloses a medical image reading system in which said 
server is further provided with an informing means which, when the server receives a 
predetermined number of said diagnoses, sends information to the effect that the server 
has received a predetermined number of said diagnoses to the management client and 
the management client is provided with an information receiving and output means 
which receives the information and outputs the same, (Wong, Fig. 2; col. 9, line 34-63; 
col. 13, lines 26-62) (disclosing well-known client/server architecture and object-oriented 
formats that would receive and send information including the number of diagnostic 
images and associated results to be transmitted to a management client in the form of 
an Object Request Broker). 

The motivation to combine Wong and Marchosky is as provided in the rejection 
of claim 1 and incorporated herein by reference. 

6. As per claim 5, Wong discloses a medical image reading system in which client 
is connected by way of a network to a server provided with an image storage means 
which stores image data to be examined and a result storage means which stores 
results of examination obtained on the basis of the individual diagnoses, and comprises 

a data receiving means which receives the image data to be examined from the 
server, (Wong, Abstract Figs. 1, 2; col. 3, line 60 - col. 4, line 15), 



Application/Control Number: 10/092,253 Page 6 

Art Unit: 3626 

an image output means which outputs the image data to be examined as a 
visible image, (Wong, Abstract Figs. 1 , 2; col. 3, line 60 - col. 4, line 15),, 

a diagnosis input means for inputting individual diagnoses obtained on the basis 
of visible images, (Wong, Abstract Figs. 1, 2; col. 3, line 60 - col. 4, line 15),, and 

a data sending means which sends the individual diagnoses input through the 
diagnosis input means to the server, (Wong, Abstract Figs. 1,2; col. 3, line 60 - col. 4, 
line 15). 

The motivation to combine Wong and Marchosky is as provided in the rejection 
of claim 1 and incorporated herein by reference. 

7. As per claim 7, Wong discloses a medical image reading system in which client 
is connected by way of a network to a server provided with an image storage means 
which stores image data to be examined and a result storage means which stores 
results of examination obtained on the basis of the individual diagnoses, and comprises 

a data receiving means which receives results of examination from the server, 
(Wong, Fig. 2; col. 9, line 34-63; col. 13, lines 26-62) (disclosing well-known 
client/server architecture and object-oriented formats that would send information 
including diagnostic images and associated results for transmission to a management 
client in the form of an Object Request Broker), and 

a result output means which outputs the results of examination received by the 
data receiving means, (Wong, Fig. 2; col. 9, line 34-63; col. 13, lines 26-62). 
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The motivation to combine Wong and Marchosky is as provided in the rejection 
of claim 1 and incorporated herein by reference. 

8. As per claim 8, Wong discloses a system in which said data receiving means is 
further provided with an information output means which receives information to the 
effect that the server has received a predetermined number of said diagnoses from the 
server and outputs the same, (Wong, Fig. 2; col. 9, line 34-63; col. 13, lines 26-62) 
(disclosing well-known client/server architecture and object-oriented formats that would 
send information including the number of diagnostic images and associated results). 

The motivation to combine Wong and Marchosky is as provided in the rejection 
of claim 1 and incorporated herein by reference. 

9. As per claim 9, Wong discloses a server for a medical image reading system in 
which server is connected by way of a network to a plurality of diagnostic client and at 
least one management client and comprises 

an image storage means which stores image data to be examined, (Wong, 
Abstract Figs. 1, 2; col. 9, line 34 - col. 10, line 27), 

a data sending means which sends the image data stored in the image storage 
means to the diagnostic clients, (Wong, Abstract Figs. 1 , 2; col. 9, line 34 - col. 10, line 
27), 
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a data receiving means which receives from the diagnostic clients individual 
diagnoses obtained on the basis of the image data to be examined, (Wong, Abstract 
Figs. 1, 2; col. 9, line 34 - col. 10, line 27), and 

a result storage means which stores results of examination obtained on the basis 
of the individual diagnoses with the results of examination related to the image data to 
be examined, (Wong, Abstract Figs. 1,2; col. 9, line 34 - col. 10, line 27), wherein 

said data sending means is further provided with a function of sending to the 
management clients the results of examination stored in the result storage means, 
(Wong, Fig. 2; col. 9, line 34-63; col. 13, lines 26-62) (disclosing well-known 
client/server architecture and object-oriented formats that would send information 
including diagnostic images and associated results for transmission to a management 
client in the form of an Object Request Broker). 

The motivation to combine Wong and Marchosky is as provided in the rejection 
of claim 1 and incorporated herein by reference. 

1 0. As per claim 10, Wong discloses a server in which said data sending means is 
further provided an information sending means which sends to the management client 
information to the effect that the server has received a predetermined number of said 
diagnoses, (Wong, Fig. 2; col. 9, line 34-63; col. 13, lines 26-62) (disclosing well-known 
client/server architecture and object-oriented formats that would send information 
including the number of diagnostic images and associated results for transmission to a 
management client in the form of an Object Request Broker). 
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The motivation to combine Wong and Marchosky is as provided in the rejection 
of claim 1 and incorporated herein by reference. 

11. As per claim 17, Wong discloses a medical image reading method comprising 
the steps of 

storing image data to be examined in a server which is provided at a place 
remote from a plurality of diagnostic clients and connected to the diagnostic clients by 
way of a network, (Wong, Fig. 2; col. 9, line 34-63; col. 13, lines 26-62), 

inputting individual diagnoses obtained on the basis of the output visible image 
through the diagnostic clients, (Wong, Abstract, col. 3, lines 30-60; col. 11, lines 29-48) 
(disclosing processing of various diagnostic images for the purpose of diagnosis by a 
client/user, such as X-ray, MRI, ultrasound, etc.), 

sending the individual diagnoses to the server, storing in the server results of 
examination obtained on the basis of the individual diagnoses sent thereto with the 
results of examination related to the pieces of image data, (Wong, Fig. 2; col. 9, line 34- 
63), and 

causing a management client to receive the result of examination for a desired 
piece of image data stored in the server and to output the same, (Wong, Fig. 2; col. 9, 
line 34-63; col. 13, lines 26-62) (disclosing well-known client/server architecture and 
object-oriented formats that would send information including diagnostic images and 
associated results for transmission to a management client in the form of an Object 
Request Broker). 
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Wong Fails to disclose the following method step of causing each of the 
diagnostic clients to receive a same piece of image data out of the image data stored in 
the server and to output the same piece of image data as a visible image, (Wong, 
Abstract Figs. 1, 2; col. 9, line 34 - col. 10, line 27). However, such a method step 
allowing multiple doctors receive the same medical image and then transmit their 
diagnosis is well known in the art as evidenced by Marchosky, (Marchosky, figs. 4A-E, U 
10, 11,91). 

The motivation to combine Wong and Marchosky is as provided in the rejection 
of claim 1 and incorporated herein by reference. 

12. As per claim 18, Wong discloses a medical image reading method further 
comprising the step of causing the server, when the server receives all the diagnoses, 
to send information to the effect that the server has received all of said diagnoses to the 
management client, (Wong, Fig. 2; col. 9, line 34-63; col. 13, lines 26-62) (disclosing 
well-known client/server architecture and object-oriented formats that would send 
information including the number of diagnostic images and associated results for 
transmission to a management client in the form of an Object Request Broker). 

The motivation to combine Wong and Marchosky is as provided in the rejection 
of claim 1 and incorporated herein by reference. 

1 3. As per claim 33, Wong discloses a program for causing a computer to execute 
processing of sending medical image data to a sever by way of a network, 
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processing of sending a request for receiving a desired piece of medical image 
data out of image data stored in the server to the server, (Wong, col. 6, lines 1-55), and 

processing of outputting as a visible image the desired piece of medical image 
data, (Wong, col. 6, lines 1-55). 

The motivation to combine Wong and Marchosky is as provided in the rejection 
of claim 1 and incorporated herein by reference. 

14. As per claim 53, Wong discloses a program for causing a computer to execute 
processing of sending a request for receiving medical image data related to a 

predetermined examination out of image data stored in a sever by way of a network to 
the server, (Wong, col. 6, lines 1-55), 

processing of receiving medical image data as requested by the request for 
receiving medical image data, (Wong, col. 6, lines 1-55), and 

processing of outputting as a visible image the medical image data received, 
(Wong, col. 6, lines 1-55). 

The motivation to combine Wong and Marchosky is as provided in the rejection 
of claim 1 and incorporated herein by reference. 

1 5. As per claim 54, Wong discloses a program for causing a computer to further 
execute 

processing of sending, to the server, purpose information representing the 
purpose of examination together with the request for receiving medical image data 
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related to the predetermined examination, (Wong, col. 6, lines 1-55, col. 11, lines 29- 
48)(patient visit information is considered to be purpose information), and 

processing of receiving medical image data related to the predetermined 
examination within an available range determined purpose by purpose on the basis of 
the purpose information, (Wong, col. 6, lines 35-55) (available range is considered to be 
search results within request criteria). 

The motivation to combine Wong and Marchosky is as provided in the rejection 
of claim 1 and incorporated herein by reference. 

16. As per claim 3, Wong fails to disclose a medical image reading system in which 
said server further comprises an automatic determination means which automatically 
makes examination for a given piece of image data on the basis of all or part of the 
individual diagnoses received and outputs result of examination. However, such a 
system is well-known in the art as evidenced by Marchosky, (Marchosky, Abstract, Fig. 
2B, 2C, 4D: U 79-82) (disclosing an automatic determination means for examining 
image data). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to combine Wong 
and Marchosky. The motivation would have been to allow weighted diagnostic program 
information, including imaging, to be incorporated in to a computerized medical record 
database, (Marchosky, Abstract; Fig. 4D). 



17. 



As per claim 4, Wong fails to disclose a medical image reading system in which, 
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each of the diagnostic clients is provided with a function of sending data on the doctor in 
charge together with the relevant individual diagnosis to the server so that the automatic 
determination means makes examination weighting the individual diagnoses according 
to the doctor in charge. However, such a system is well-known in the art as evidenced 
by Marchosky, (Marchosky, Abstract, Fig. 3: 1j 75-78, 91) (disclosing weighting 
diagnostic information and storing information related to the doctor in charge). 

It would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Marchosky in order 
to weight variables according to the doctor in charge. The motivation would have been 
to eliminate any bias in the results, (Marchosky, 94). 

18. As per claim 6, Wong fails to disclose a diagnostic client in which said data 
sending means sends data on the doctor in charge together with the relevant individual 
diagnosis to the server. However, such a diagnostic client is well-known in the art as 
evidenced by Marchosky, (Marchosky, H 91). 

19. As per claim 11, Wong fails to disclose a server in which said data sending 
means is further provided with an automatic determination means which automatically 
makes examination for a given piece of image data on the basis of all or part of the 
individual diagnoses received and outputs result of examination. However, such a 
server is well-known in the art as evidenced by Marchosky, (Marchosky, Abstract, Fig. 
2B, 2C, 4D: U 79-82) (disclosing an automatic determination means for examining 
image data). 
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20. As per claim 12, Wong fails to disclose a server in which said data receiving 
means receives data on the doctor in charge together with the relevant individual 
diagnosis from the diagnostic client, and the automatic determination means makes 
examination weighting the individual diagnoses according to the doctor in charge. 
However, such a server is well-known in the art as evidenced by Marchosky, 
(Marchosky, Abstract, Fig. 3: 75-78, 91) (disclosing weighting diagnostic information 
and storing information related to the doctor in charge). 

It would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Marchosky in order 
to weight variables according to the doctor in charge. The motivation would have been 
to eliminate any bias in the results, (Marchosky, 94). 

21 . As per claim 19, Wong fails to disclose a medical image reading method as in 
which the result of examination is weighted by individual diagnoses. However, such a 
method is well-known in the art as evidenced by Marchosky, (Marchosky, Abstract, Fig. 
3: U 75-78, 91) (disclosing weighting diagnostic information). 

It would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Marchosky in order 
to weight variables as claimed. The motivation would have been to eliminate any bias 
in the results, (Marchosky, 94). 
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Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed March 13, 2007 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive for the following reasons: 

1 . As per applicant's arguments that Wong fails to teach that each computer 
receives the same image data, it is noted that the features upon which applicant relies 
are now rejected as obvious over Wong in view of Marchosky for the reasons provided 
in the 1 03(a) rejections above. 

2. As per applicant's argument that Wong fails to disclose that "the results of 
examination are obtained on the basis of the individual diagnoses sent from the 
respective diagnostic clients", it is submitted that Wong in fact discloses these features. 
Wong discloses diagnostic clients because Wong discloses transferring diagnostic 
image information regarding a broad range of diagnostic healthcare activities, (Wong, 
col. 1, line 66-col. 2, line 3). Wong also discloses an object interface for providing 
results and interpretation information and for relation of interpretation information to the 
other classes of information, (Wong, col. 11, lines 41-44). Wong also discloses that any 
user can access the medical image distribution system and receive data, said data 
being considered to include results of examination, (Wong, col. 13, lines 29-33). 

3. As per applicant's argument that Wong fails to disclose processing of sending 
medical image data related to a predetermined examination of image data stored in a 
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server by way of a network, it is submitted that Wong discloses this feature, (Wong, col. 
1, lines 6-12; col. 11, lines 41-44; col. 13, lines 29-33)(image data results and 
interpretation information are image data related to a predetermined examination). 

4. As per applicant's argument that the combination of Wong and Marchosky fails to 
disclose a function of sending data on the doctor in charge to the server, it is submitted 
that Wong discloses this limitation in the form of user access authorization and 
preferences based data sent to the server to confirm the identity of the user, (Wong, col. 
3, lines 46-50). Examiner broadly interprets the claim language to read on Wong by 
reasoning that if the doctor in charge is a user, then the screen is personalized by 
sending data on the doctor in charge to the server. . 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to whose telephone number is 571-272-3132. The 
examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8-5. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Joseph Thomas can be reached on 571-272-6776. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
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Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



RSG 

6/20/2007 
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